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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of California-American Water
Company (U210W) for Approval of the

Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project Application 12-04-019
and Authorization to Recover All Present (Filed April 23, 2012)
and Future Costs in Rates.

E-MAIL RULING REGARDING THE FILING OF PROPOSED
SCHEDULES BY OCTOBER 20, 2015

Dated October 13, 2015, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ BURTON W. MATTSON for
Gary Weatherford
Administrative Law Judge
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From: Mattson, Burton

Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2015 5:26 PM

To: michael@rri.org; DFranklin@SheppardMullin.com; rmcglothlin@bhfs.com; norm@montereycfb.com;
ronweitzman@redshift.com; JRBobMcK@gmail.com; nisakson@mbay.net; GeorgeTRiley@gmail.com;
attys@wellingtonlaw.com; tfrutchey@ci.pg.ca.us; dave@laredolaw.net; rcsg.carlos@gmail.com;
Ihorton@adamsbroadwell.com; ross@smwlaw.com; jfarrow@mrwolfeassociates.com;
sarah.leeper@amwater.com; Reynolds, John; MFogelman@FriedmanSpring.com;
LarrySilver@earthlink.net; dcarroll@downeybrand.com; jminton@pcl.org; ek@a-klaw.com;
jgeever@surfrider.org; Karen.Grimmer@noaa.gov; kstrong@gordonrees.com; Iminky@bhfs.com;
sdamron@surfrider.org; Boles, Sheri; filings@a-klaw.com; don.evans8@gmail.com; email@Geoscience-
water.com; jdriscoll@allenmatkins.com; ACerasuolo@amwater.com; kevin.tilden@amwater.com;
robert.maclean@amwater.com; pfindley@rbf.com; ahowe@surfrider.org; jshoaf@bhfs.com;
rdrake@bhfs.com; ffarina@cox.net; mckeecj@co.monterey.ca.us; awhite@mclw.org;
ChardavoyneDE@co.monterey.ca.us; janetb@montereybay.com; engellj@comcast.net;
llowrey@nheh.com; llowrey@nheh.com; jason@burnettforcarmel.com; iga@att.net;
jheitzman@mcwd.org; directorshriner@gmail.com; keith@mrwpca.com; paul@mrwpca.com;
DStoldt@mpwmd.net; atersol@gmail.com; Catherine.Bowie@amwater.com; heidi@laredolaw.net;
GeneralManager@mpccpb.org; Andrew.Homer@amwater.com; Cynthia.Russell@amwater.com;
Nicholas.Subias@amwater.com; nina.suetake@amwater.com; rbm@Ilandwater.com;
AShimko@bwslaw.com; JMcTarnaghan@PerkinsCoie.com; rmuzzin@friedmanspring.com;
SWaggener@bwslaw.com; EZigas@esassoc.com; BMooney@GordonRees.com; |dolqueist@manatt.com;
VidhyaPrabhakaran@dwt.com; jbrezack@brezack.com; erobinson@kmtg.com; blaising@braunlegal.com;
red@eslawfirm.com; Richard.Svindland@amwater.com; ca.rates@amwater.com; Ungson, Chris; Koltz,
Jonathan; Rauschmeier, Richard; Truong, Viet; Mattson, Burton; Weatherford, Gary; Reiger, J. Jason;
Menda, Justin; Wong, Lester; Poirier, Marcelo; mz3@cpuc.ca.gov; Allen, Peter; Kumra, Ravi; Thomas,
Sarah R.; St. Marie, Stephen; Rose, Suzie; Shia, Terence

Cc: ALJ Docket Office; ALJ Process; ALJ_Support ID

Subject: A.12-04-019 Email Ruling Regarding the Filing of Proposed Schedules by October 20, 2015

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING REGARDING THE FILING OF
PROPOSED SCHEDULES BY OCTOBER 20, 2015

This proceeding is currently bifurcated into two phases. Phase 1 addresses all
issues relative to the requested granting of a Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity (CPCN) for the Monterey Peninsula Water Supply Project
(MPWSP). Phase 2 addresses all matters related to a potential water purchase
agreement between applicant and sellers of water from a Groundwater
Replacement (GWR) project.

On October 8, 2015, several parties filed a joint motion to modify the Phase 2
schedule. On October 12, 2015, a prehearing conference (PHC) was held to
discuss the Phase 2 schedule, need to update cost estimates, and other
scheduling and procedural matters. As explained below, parties are given until
October 20, 2015 to file and serve proposed schedules that will complete the
Phase 2 record by April to May 2016 (as proposed in the joint motion) along with
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completing all (or as much) of the Phase 1 record by the same April to May 2016
timeframe.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

The October 8, 2015 joint motion includes a schedule for Phase 2 with evidentiary
hearings in April 2016, briefs in April 2016, a proposed decision in June 2016, and
a Commission decision in July 2016. That is, the proposed schedule will
complete the Phase 2 record and submit the matter in April 2016 for a
Commission decision. The Commission is also interested in assessing the
feasibility of completing all, or as much as possible, of the Phase 1 evidentiary
record by April 2016, with legal briefing by April or May 2016. This was
discussed at the PHC. (See Reporter’s Transcript at pages 276-304.) With that
goal in mind, parties are given until Tuesday, October 20, 2015 to file and serve
proposed schedules that will complete the records of Phase 2 and all (or as much
as possible) of Phase 1 by April to May 2016.

Much of the evidentiary record is complete. That is, over 10 days of evidentiary
hearings were held in April and May 2013. Evidentiary hearing was held on
December 2, 2013 on two Settlement Agreements. The Commission is interested
in the record including updated cost estimates for the MPWSP and related
facilities. Parties at the October 12, 2015 PHC expressed interest in, and
willingness to, update demand and supply evidence. More evidence (beyond
updated record on costs, demand, supply) may or may not be needed before the
evidentiary record can be closed. Pleadings filed October 20, 2015 must identify
what evidence, if any, must be updated, and explain why that evidence must be
updated. The proposals must also be clear and specific about what additional
evidence, if any, is needed (beyond that already in the record from 2013) and
would be the subject of potential further evidentiary hearings.

Parties are encouraged to file and serve a joint proposed schedule on

October 20, 2015. If unable to file a complete joint proposal, parties are
encouraged to file a joint proposal that includes as much as parties can agree to,
and file separate pleadings that address limited, remaining differences. The
proposals should include a schedule with as much information as reasonably
possible, such as dates for: serving updated cost information, serving updated
demand and supply information, serving proposed direct testimony, serving
proposed response and/ or rebuttal testimony, evidentiary hearing, filing
opening briefs, filing reply briefs, projected submission date, and filing of briefs
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on whether or not the Commission should certify the Final Environmental
Impact Report (FEIR). The proposed schedule might include the possibility of
parties filing motions to reopen the record, if necessary, after publication of the
FEIR.

IT IS RULED that parties shall file and serve proposed schedules by

October 20, 2015 that address completing the records for both Phase 1 and
Phase 2 by the April to May 2016 timeframe. The proposals shall clearly and
specifically state schedule dates and what additional evidence, if any, is needed
in further evidentiary hearings, and why that additional evidence is necessary.

Docket Office shall formally file this ruling.
Burton W. Mattson for

Gary Weatherford
Administrative Law Judge



